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To the Honorable W.T.Miller, Judge of the Gircnit Court 
for Lee County, Virginia: 

The separate demurrer and answer of N.S.Jennings to a 
bill in chencery exhibited against him and athers in this 
honorable court by J.M.Betterton and J.H.Whitelow, pettners 
in trade under the style and firm of Betterton &Co. 

Respondent says that the pleintiffs’ bill is not suffi- 
cient in law to call upon him to answer it in this honorable 
court, but that there is good cause of demurrer thereto, and 
he demurs accordingly, and prays judgement of his said de- 
Hurrer, And not waiving said demurrer, but relying end in- 
Sisting thereon, should other and further answer be required 
of him answering, he shys: 

That ib is true that on the 10th day of November 1893, b 

said plaintiffs obtained a judgement against respondent 
the sum of $497.00, with interest thereon from the ist 6 
jy of December 1892 till paid, and $8.06 costs; that on 
Gth day of December 1893, a writ of Pieri facias was duly 
issued on said judgement, directed to the Sheriff of said 


County, and that return was made thereon as alleged in said 


bill; that said plaintiffs obtained anothpy, judgement also 


for the sum of $497.00 with interest thereon from the 1st day 
December 1892 till paid and %8.06 costs; and that on this 
last mentioned judgement execution was duly issued and re- 
turned as alleged in said bill. 

Respondent admits that no part of said judgements have 
been paid. Said judgements were rendered upon a partnership 
transaction for a partnership debt, due by C.B.Bri 
your orator, all the proceeds of which partnership were and 
are in the hands of his partner, the said C.EB.Prittain. 

It is true as alleged, that your respondent together 
with his wife, Lucinda Jwnnings, on the 18th day of May 1893 
sold and conveyed the land mentioned in said bill to Willian 
Hoskins. This tract of land was formerly owned by George’ H. 


Hoskins, the father of respondent’s wife, the said Lucinda 








a 


except & smell portion of land purchased by your respondent 
from Hlbert Woodwerd which will be more fully explained here- 
after. 

Your reppondent wiil noe show your honor that the princi- 
pal of the tract of land conveyed by respondent and his wife 
to William Hoskins on the 18th day of May 1893 was a tract of 
land owned by George Hosking in his life time; that the said 
George Hoskins at the t me of his death owned another tract of 


land known and called the Poor Valley Ridge tract. said 





George Hoskins left at the time of his death the following 
heris: Lucy, who internmarried with William Woodson, Mollie, 
who intermarried with Johnson, Lucinda, who in- 
termarried with your respondent, William Hoskins, ®.F.Hoskins, 
and James G.Hoskins. 

Your respondent will now show your honor that he purchas# 
ed frog Willdtam Weodson end lucy, his wife, the share of the 
said Lucy in the tract of land owned by the said George Hos-— 
Ikins South of Indian Creek; that he purchased from William 
Wohnson and Mollie Phillips heirs at lew of Mollie Johnson, 
leceased, formerly Mollie Hoskins, theaz interest of their 


Mother in said tract of Jand. This 16 all of the Hosking 





tract owned by him. He purchased, however, from mlbert 
foodward a, smell parcel of land adjoining this Hoskins tra 
pf land. This tract purchased from the said Woodward is 
in walne to a share or 
Lucinda, owned in her own right one undivided 
Hoskins tract, and she purchased from her broth- 
s G.Hoskins, their undivided interest in xa 
Eau. Phis purchase was made at two different 
times and there were two different conveyances, the first of 
Beid purchases was by an exchange of her interest in the Poor 


Walley tract; the second was a direct purchase « price 


# $100.00 as respondent remembers paid by her out of property 


eriveds from her father*s catetbe. Your respondent now xmax5 


learns for the first time that each of the conveyances made by 














U 
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the said R.F. and Jemes G.Hoskins end above referred to were 
made to this respondent insetad of his wife. Pespondent does 
not know how this came to be done unless the grantor’s thought 
that a conveyance to him wo:ld heave the game effect as ar i} 
had been made to his wife. He certainly hed no interest in 
abiesG Copies of these two last mentioned deeds are herewith 
filed merked respectively "P.F.H." and J.G.H.", It will thus 
be seen that of the tract of iand conveyed by respondent and 
wife to William Hoskins on May 18th 1893, obout one-half each 
was owned by your m respondent and his said wife respectively. 
Pespondent denies most emphatically that much the larger 
portion of said land belonged to him; he denies that said sale 
was made upon consideration not deemed valuable in law; he de- 
hies most positively thet seid conveyance was made to hinder, 
delay or defraud his creditor’s, either complainants or other- 
wise, but upon the other hend respondent avers that said-sale 
had long been contemplated by himself and his wife, 

Was made for a full, fair end veluable consideration; that it 
as made in good faith; that he had ho purpose or intention to 
hinder, delay or defraud his creditors. Upon this sale his 
lone half, to-wit $1000.00 was paid to him and a note executed 


ito his wife for *1000.00, the residue thereof. Pespondent 


Estee that $1000.00 is in excess of the value of his sai 


ife’s share in said land. He denies that this note was exe- 
cuted to his wife upon ointnene but the purest reasons and for 
ie most honest purposes, and he positively denies that said 

notG was executed to her with any intent or purpose of defraud 
ing hindering delaying or defeating his creditors in the col- 
lection of their debts. As above stated Pespondent had long 
pont capiacea the sole of said land and was only able to effect 
it last Spring was a year ago, and said sale was made in good 


aith to carry out the purpose of defendant to move to another 





ocadity . And respondent now having fully answered said pill 
ind hege expressly denying every allegation Gy eee before 


dmintted or denied, and here again expressly end positively 
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denying all fraud and all intention to hinder, delay or eereny 


his creditors in the collection of the.r debts, he prays £0 be 


hence dismissed with his costs. 
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To the Honorable W.T.Miller, Judge of the Circuit Court 
for lee Vonnby . Virginia: 
The separate demurrer and answer of William Hoskins to a 
bill in chancery ex ipited against him and others in this hon- 
orable Court by Eetterton & Co. 
Respondent says that the complainants’ bill is not suffi- 
cient in law to call upon him to answer it in this h norable ug 
Court, but that there is good cause of demurrer Chereeee and 
he demurs accordingly, and prays judgement of his said demur-— 
rer éc. And not waiving said demurrer, but relying and insis 
Ging hereon, should other and further enswer be réquired of 
him, answering, 
Theat he knows nothing whatever of the two judgements men 
tioned by the Complainants in their bill. 
Respondent says that it is true that the said Neil S.Jenning 
and Lucinda his wife, on the 18th day of May 1893 conveyed the 
tract, off land ine theybill mentioned, but he denies that said a 
sale was for a consideration deemed not valuable in law, but 
on the contrary, Respondent says that he paid a full and value 
able consideration for said land. He denies that he purchas-— 
ed said land for the purpose, or with any intent whatever of 
hindering, delaying, or defrauding the Complainants or any 
other creditors of the said Jennings in the collection of ther 
debts. He denies that the note for one thousand dollars was & 
executed to his sister, the said Lucinda Jennings for the pur- 
posé, or with any intention whatever of defrauding the com- 
plainants or any other person, but on the contrary respondent 
undesstood and knew that one half of said tract of land at the 
least was the property of the said Lucinda Jennings in her own 
right, and respondent not being in condition to pay the whole 
of said purchase money and his said sister being willing to 


give him time, said note was executed to her. Her husband 


feee ae his part of the purchase price of said lend, and resxa 


pondent being in a condition to pay the same. Respondent 




















denies that the land purchased by him is in any way liable 
the debts or judgements in the bill mentioned, if there 
such judgements. He denies that if justice is done, and 
said Lucinda, is protected in her rights that the money 
which he still owes on said tract of land is in any way liable 
to the payment of said debts or judgements. And respondent 
here averring that in the purchase of said land he was actua— 


ted alone by pure motives and perfect good faith, and here ex 


pressly denying all fraud and all intent to hinder, delay or 


prevent the creditors of the said N.&.Jennings from collecting 
their debts, respondent prays to be hence dismissed with his 


costs é&c. 











Jf, 7 bisest oe Ji Aes 
ads, 2 eh. (edie n 
neu tons: ¥-lo 6 


eee ee 





f) AAA Chw (nee ft Ul, ian 


oe ae eT 




















@ 


fo the Honohaple Wee mal ler, Judge of “the Circehit Court 
for Lee County, Virginia: 

The separate demurrer and answer of Lucinda Jennings to 
a bill in chancery exhibited against her and others in this 


honorable Court by Betterton & Co. 


Respondent says that the complainants’? bill is not ect 


cient * in law to call upon her to answer it in this honorable 
Court, but Chat there is good cause of demurrer thereto, end 
she demurs accordingly, and prays judgement of her said demu- 
Bepete ne KYO And not waiving said demurrer, but relying and in- 
isting thereon, should other and further answer be required 
er, answering, s Says: 

That she EMENSSER tt to he truss has no knowledge of eith- 
er of the judgements or of the writs of Pieri faci mention- 
ea by the complainants? in their’ piil, and therefore neither 
admits nor 


Respondent says it is true that she and her husband on 





GHe USth day jor May 1693 ‘executed a decd by which they convey-— 
ed to William Hoskins the tract of land mentioned by the com- 
jo evel hayersy aliay qeleveslag oauilalie 

Respondent will now show your honor that she 
the heirs at law of George H.Hoskins,deceased, to whom much 
the larger portion of the tract of land conveyed as aforesaidkz 
to the said William Hoskins belonged et the time of his death. 
Her “Tacher tstne tame of his death owned two Lracts 
one Enownas thesPoor Valicy Padge tract, and the other 
tact, lvoe Sout Of Uncdwan ieroek. He left surviving 

children, his heirs ct law, to wit: Lucy, who intermar- 
ried with William Woodson, Mollie, who intermarried with 

Johnson, William, Robert ¥.,zant James G. and your responds 
ent, to whom said lands descended. 

After the death of her father, your respondent exchanged 
with her brothers, Robert F. and James G., her interest in the 


Boor Valley Ridge tract for an interest of theirs in the 














& 


tract South of Indian Greek, and the same was conveyed by deed 
bearin. date on the ay of 13 r Some 
time thereafter she purchased from her said brothers another 
interest of theirs in said tract of land, and it was conveyed 
py deed bearing date on the day of 18 

now learns for the first time that these conveyances are made 
to her husband and not to herself. She does not Know why the 


conveyances were so made, but she supposes that her brothers 





and her husband, if her husband knew it, supposed that a con- 
veyance in this way would innure to her benefit; and she here 
avers that her husbend has no interest whatever in said two 

arcels of land described in said two deeds; that he paid 

nothing towards them; that the payments for the same were made 
entirely by herself and out of her own means. Respondent 

further avers that her interest in said land amounted to fully 
one equal moiety thereof, she owning as she did three sixths 
of the EFoskins farm; hex husband owning two sizths and @ the 
parcel of lend purchased y hin from Slpert Woodward, which 
she avers was not more than equal in value to a one sixth of 
the Hoskins farm. She denies thet much the larger part of 


said land belonged to her husaband, and she most emphatically 





denies that said land was sold by her and her hunband for the 
purpose or with the intent to hinder, delay or defraud the 
complainant or any other creditor of her said husband. Said 
sale was made for a val able consideration, to wit, for the 
sum of $2000.00, #1000.00 of which was paid as she supposes td 
her huswand, and for residue, to wit, 1000.00 a note was exe+ 
cuted by the said William Hoskins to your respondent, he,the 


said Hoskins not being then in a condition to pay the same. 


Respondent kat denies that this thousand dollars is in abaue 





of her interest in said lend. She @eniies that said note was 
executed to her for the purpose of hindering, delaying and de 
frauding the creditors of her husband; but on the contrary the 

executed to heras her just proportion of the sale of 


said land. Said tract of land was sold in pursuance of a 




















purpose for some time entertained by respondent and her hus- 
band of selling said tract of land and investing the proceeds 
in other lands better suited to their purposes. 

And respondent now having fully answered said bill and he 
here expressly denying every allegation of fraud or bad faith 
and every intent to hinder delay or defraud bhe creditors of 
her husband in the collection of their debts, prays to be KEE 
hence dismissed with her costs.éc. 
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West, Johnston & Uo., Richm ond. 











The Commonwealth of Virginia, 
To the Sheriff of the County of Lee, Greeting: 


WE commanpd you, That of the goods and chattles Gn & MGA 50 eR I 


sour bailiwick » you cause to x made 


a led ( Woy 


with interest at the rate of six per centum per annum from the be {a 


until paid, which 


fee in our Greate feauce of i Count) of ee. hte oe aaa against t the said 
, as well for a debt as interest tl reon ; also 


dollars and 


(Lette LAA ¢ suit in lenat pepainaren ee ciiheeene the said. (Xet44 yd A. , 
convict as appears to us eS Phadora And how you shall aren writ make known at the rules to be 


holden in the clerk’s office of our said Circuit court, on the “@zmndZ_} Monday in a 
next. And have then there this writ. 


4 
Witness, A. B. MUNSEY, Clerk of our said court, at the court-house, the Gy .. day of 
: 189 a and in the // S year of the Commonwealth, 

















Came to have CALE. 


189. eon ny bon dnne-0°0LoCR LOM, ; 


li febx Z. 


Circuit Court. 























monwealth ef Virginia, 


To the Sheriff of Lee County Greeting: 


WE COMMAND YOU TO SUMMON £ 























torappear at the Clerk's office of the Circuit Court of Lee County at the Court-House, on the 


pir oes a seteesensdeted! next to answer eas 


Damuges. BALL 222 | 


And have then ong there this writ. Witness, 4. B. Munsey, Clerk of said Cours at the Courthouse. 
This. Par of. it Ceaarden.18Z3in the i1¢-Aycar of the Commonwealth. 


Clerk. 








Everett Waddey Co. ls 
Stationers and Printers, Form No. to. 
‘Richmond, Va. 
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of a plea that Ay render unto the said plaintiff the sum of eo a, which to ee the 


said defendants owe , and from (le unjustly detain  ; for this, to-wit: that heretofore, to-wit: /6n 


oe day of be tet at 18.4 th the said defendant$ made and signed, and then 


S 


delivered to the said plaintiff¢ , Ge certain note in writing, commonly called a promissory note, and 


thereby promised and agreed to pay to the said plaintiff9 the said sum of ¢ eS Fea e, CareLoe 


oe A eee coe 


Yet the said defendant J, although often requested, haé€ not as yet paid to the said plaintiffs the said 


oo 
sum of ¢ 4 V/ ew , above demanded, nor any part thereof, but the same to pay ha#hitherto wholly 


a bring jie sutte, 
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The Commonweath of Virginia, 


=eZum S = 


To The Sheriff of L y/o al ae y, Greeting: 
\. ECOMMAND YOU TO SUMMON 


























Oappear at the C.erk’s office of the Cire ut Conrt of Lee County, at the Court House. on the-fzst Monday in.. 


fi bla oS 


— Tee DB oMirlra V- 
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And have on this writ. Witness 3 of said Court at the Courthouse. 
This....4¢. 7% «%.day 5 eee. 18-2. in the 19 yen of the Commonwealth. 
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Everett Waddey Co,, 


Stationers and Pines, Form No, 10. 
Richmond, Va. 








to-wit: 


eek Couct of thre hoveetly of 
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of a plea that / SS render unto the said plaintiff § the sum of $ AZ? eee, which to the 
said defendant sowe , and from ae unjustly detain — ; for this, to-wit: that heretofore, to-wit: on 
fa 7 oe day of aes, 187.Z the said defendants made and signed, and then 
delivered to the said plaintiffs , FE. certain note in writing, commonly called a promissory note, and 
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thereby promised and agreed to pay to the said plaintiffs the said sum of ¢. GE JcFiby. cE. 


aoe ee 


Yet the said defendant §, although often requested, hae< not as yet paid to the said plaintiffs the said 
go a . 
sum of ¢ 4-7 7 Pee, above demanded, nor any part thereof, but the same to pay haw#«hitherto wholly 


refused, and still do...refuse, to the damage of the said plaintiffs, ¢ (ee Se . And therefore 
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To the waa of the By) of Lee, Gr eeling: Be e 2 2 
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We commanp you,: That of the goods and chattles of .¢/ 
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until paid, which 7 


ee in our Gitin icone of the County of Lee, hag Meek against ihe: Saray 0... We. 
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in the same court were adjudged for___ 

BL ea. suit in ita behalf expended, whereof the ie fee ee 
convict as appears to us of sera And how you shall execute this writ ma known at Gp to be 
holden in the clerk’s office of our said Circuit court, on the... 72 a2 ....Monday in. Usanant—a 
next. And have then there this writ. 4 


Witness, A. B. MUNSEY, Clerk of our said oye at the court-house, the __ 
Dy: 2s and in the TALES year of the Commonwealth, 
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‘The “Soutawest VirGtytan’’ Book and Tov Print, Jonesville, Va a. 


The Commonwealth of Vita 
To the Sheriff of the County of Lee---Greeting: 


6 
of : 
, COMMAND you, That you eigen mi der tinady aoa 


to appear at the Clerk's Office of the Circuit Court of the County of Lee, at the rules to be held for the said 


, Isa Lf to answer a bill in Chancery, 


_in our said court by > (MW, ey y : anes 


Court on the | é -Monday in 


exhibited a 


MUNSEY, Clerk of our said Court, at the court-house, the 


And have then there this writ. Witness, A. B. a ‘ 
ae (ge _day of. ey VA - 2 189 Land in the ng e year of the 


» .... Clerk 
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Commonwealth. 
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